(With 2 Figures) (Rec. 31 -V -1966) This paper presents observational and experimental data on conflict behavior in a captive group of rhesus monkeys in Calcutta, India. Normative data were obtained on behavioral repertoire, activity patterns and social interactions within a group of 17 monkeys. Experiments were conducted to study the effects of certain environmental and social variables on the expression, intensity, and frequency of agonistic behavior. The term, intragroup agonistic behavior, refers to all aspects of conflict behavior in the group; that is, all overt aggressive and submissive interactions of individuals within the group. Different species of primates exhibit widely different patterns of agonistic behavior. Most primates have a low frequency of agonistic behavior in natural free-ranging situations. For example, baboons, chimpanzees, and gorillas, species which were popularly thought to be very aggressive based on observations of captive animals, have been found to show peaceful and wellintegrated social behavior in natural groups with relatively rare agonistic encounters (DEVORE & HALL, 1965; GOODALL, I9C75; HALL, 1964;  1) This is a contribution from The Johns Hopkins Center for Medical Research and Training, supported by Grant GM -11326-05 from the U.S. Public Health Service.
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In other species of primates, agonistic interactions may occur frequently, but almost always in the form of ritualized threat. Howler monkeys (Alouatta palliata), for example, engage in frequent threat vocalizations and displays, but they have not been seen to fight (CARPENTER, 1962; S.ouTH-WICK, 1962) . Gibbons (Hylobates lar) also engage in frequent threat vocalization, but rarely become involved in overt fighting (CARPENTER, Ig40).
In most species of primates, the form and frequency of agonistic behavior is related to environmental and social conditions in which the animals are living. This point is emphasized by the late K. R. L. HALL in a recent review of aggressive behavior in monkeys and apes (1964) . HALL concludes, "...... it is now obvious that the characteristic expressions and frequencies of aggression within and between groups cannot be meaningfully considered without detailed reference to their ecological context." At an earlier point in the same paper, he emphasizes, "In reviewing ihe evidence that is available, one cannot fail to be impressed by the apparent regional variability in aggressiveness shown by Papio groups, and it is necessary to be very careful in evaluating these differences in the light of ecological variants that may determine them." For example, in the baboons (Papio doguera) of Nairobi Park, Kenya, where the population density was low (10 baboons per square mile in 1959) and average group size was relatively small (41 baboons per group), overt aggression between groups was very rare (DEVoRE & HALL, i965) . Whereas in Amboseli Park, Kenya, where population density and average group size was higher (25 baboons per square mile; 80 per group), more direct fighting between groups was seen. The amount of agonistic behavior within baboon
